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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	By experimentally testing a thorough digital transformation paradigm designed especially for the South African public sector, this publication significantly advances the scholarly community. This study offers context-sensitive views that address the socio-political, organizational, and infrastructure realities of emerging economies, whereas a large portion of the current literature on digital transformation is generated from Western or private-sector contexts. The study closes a significant vacuum in public-sector digital transformation research by combining leadership dynamics, governance restrictions (such PFMA), and the difficulties of legacy systems into a single paradigm. Its conclusions provide researchers with a solid basis for future model development, comparative research, and theoretical advancements concerning digital maturity, innovation ecosystems, and public-sector reform in developing countries.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes,  It reflects the study’s purpose—validating a conceptual model.  It makes clear the geographic and sectoral focus (South Africa, public sector). Suitable for journals, conferences, and scholarly readership.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	 Is dense and text-heavy,does not explicitly mention the 10-dimension model being validated. Mentions many findings but lacks a clear problem–method–results–conclusion flow.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on a detailed review of the manuscript, the work is scientifically sound, and its structure, methods, and interpretations are generally aligned with accepted academic standards for qualitative research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Overall, the references in the manuscript are strong, relevant, and sufficiently recent for a qualitative study on digital transformation in the public sector.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

Manuscript’s English is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and aligned with academic conventions. Most sections particularly the literature review, findings, and discussion—demonstrate strong command of academic English and coherent argumentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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